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1520, and in most of his arguments from the Bible, which, as we
have seen, are very numerous, there is no sign that he has aban-
doned it at all. Moreover, in the de servo Arbitrio of 1525 he proves
at great length that all parts of the Bible are perfectly clear.1 He
shows in one place that the meaning of the Scripture is attested
by two witnesses: an internal one, through which, by the help of
the Holy Spirit, every individual Christian can understand, for
himself only, all the Christian doctrines; an external one, by
which we can elucidate these doctrines for the benefit of others.2
He then labours to prove, by adducing numerous passages from
all parts of the Bible, that it is clear from beginning to end.3 The
first of these two arguments fails at any point to make any dis-
" tmction between the Scripture and the Word of God; the second
definitely assumes that there is no such distinction.
But there are distinct signs of a different, and iu those times
revolutionary, view of the matter in writings which had been
published earlier than the one last quoted. The same experience
of justification which had led him to put the Scripture on so lofty
a pedestal led him also to study it with ever greater care, with a
view both to his projected translation of it into the German
tongue and to his own further sanctification. In his study of it
he was constantly looking for the Gospel of justification, and
finding it, too, in the most unlikely places, such as the Book of
Psalms.4 But in some places, look how he would, he could not
find it, even after the use of those allegorical methods of which
in theory he strongly disapproved. His failure to discover it in
most of the Old Testament did not worry him or affect his views,
for the Old Testament contained the Law, for the natural man,
and could hardly be expected to proclaim the Gospel in the same
breath; the Law comes from God, of course, is eternal, and is
intended to be a Trai5ocycoy6$ to Christ, but it is the opposite of
the Gospel, and achieves damnation, not salvation, for it cannot
be fulfilled. It is, in fact, the Word of God, but spoken only to the
natural conscience of humanity.6 The case was different with
the New Testament, which professed to be concerned with the
Gospel, and was universally held to be apostolic; the absence of
the Gospel from any book of it shocked Luther profoundly, and
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